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DISSENTING OPINION

Asthe majority opinion acknowledges, the General Assembly repeded “one of two
methods that existed for apersontoinitiatedisciplinary proceedings against an atorney licensed to
practice in Tennessee.” “Method” was the way the Supreme Court described the Statute in Sory
v. Nichols.! The other method remainsin force and entitlesan individual to substantially the same
rightsthat existed under the repealed statute. See Tenn. R. Supp. S.Ct. 9, 81.3. Most importantly,
the Repeal did not abolish theright to seek discipline aganst attorneys.

The Chancellor, in my view, in sound exercise of discretion dismissed this case,
because the Statute abolished this method of proceeding. The plaintiff may employ the other
“method”, which he has to pursue his disciplinary action against the defendant.

HERSCHEL PiIcKENS FRANKS, J.

L“Method” is defined in The Oxford American Dictionary as“a procedure or way of doing
something.”




